Introduction
For many polychaete families, the compilation by Fauchald (1977) is the only worldwide definition of genera. For the flabelligerids, Fauchald (1977:116) included Piromis Kinberg, 1867, and Trophoniella Caullery, 1944 , with the former provided with a tongue-shaped branchial plate, while the latter was stated to have four pairs of branchiae. He regarded Pycnoderma Grube, 1877 as a junior synonym of Piromis. On the other hand, Day (1967:654-655) regarded these two genera as distinct, but since there were no species recorded from South Africa, Trophoniella was not included.
A recent study (Salazar-Vallejo et al. 2008) has shown that the type species for these three genera have a tongue-shaped branchial plate, with many branchial filaments and very thick tunics, with a variable amount of sediment particles. However, there is some confusion over the composition of the genera and a worldwide revision is necessary to clarify these issues. The tunic is very thick in several flabelligerid genera, especially in these three, and resembles a tube fixed over the body wall (Borodin 1929:43) , while the branchial plate is rarely exposed, thus limiting its relevance as a diagnostic feature. Thus, the taxonomy of the group has been problematic especially due to inadequate generic definitions, particularly since little attention has been paid to chaetal patterns. Consequently, together with a revision of any available specimens, a detailed history is required.
As physician and zoologist during the Swedish Eugenie expedition around the world (Sep. 1851 -Jul. 1853), Kinberg (1867) had the opportunity to study polychaetes alive. For some collected in South Africa, he proposed Piromis for the species Piromis arenosus. Why he had chosen this name is enigmatic; perhaps it was after observing the eversible anterior end, because the tongue-shaped branchial plate is roughly pear-shaped (L. pirum, pirus, pear). However, for the diagnosis, Kinberg (1867:338; 1910:337) indicated: "… bases branchiarum duae, conicae, branchiis terminalibus cirrosis;" (two branchial bases, conical, branchial filaments marginal). As in many other genera, the taxonomic definition was often confused and therefore unstable.
Thus, this diagnosis combined with an apparent confusion about the figures in Kinberg (1910 , Pl. 26, Figs. 2 vs. 3) prompted Chamberlin (1919 to regard, in his key to flabelligerid genera, that Piromis had pedunculate branchiae and regarded it, consequently, as being closely allied to Coppingeria Haswell, 1892. In the same key,
